
TENNESSEE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
BEFORE THE ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

IN RI:: James II. More
Dist’4. lap I I}t. r’rilr*,.i] lit, ViEsori County
Parcel .11.112. S-I. C,
Recidentinl Propen
lax Year 2 [loS

l,ITIAI. DIUSION AND ORDER

Stwemeniq ,heac’

lie Wjlsti t oirritv Astmct’r’lProperlv :sescccc valued he cLihjL:i pfllpeilv
or I;ix purposes j tt,llows:

la a}ue - lrnorvcment Value Total Value_ - .Assessnicxit

$2 2A5i

An .-ppeal has beer, lied in bdialf of lEe property owner with the Slate F3&

Equalization on July 2t 21.1115.

This matter UI… revEewelt ! the unders,e,’e,I ;I’lttIiJi,sIr.LtLe I:r judge puNunhit

Tennessee role Annotated Ff. -k. -5-l4 2. 67-5-I SIt I and ‘7-5- I 5115. I

hearing was conducted on Febnjarv 27, 2006 at the Wilson Counlv Property A-sessor’s

Office: present at the hearing were James El - I’ure. the taxpayer, br rcpreseitI

hiriwlt. Jr,itn, I I.cCkL. tELL’ WiIN.’rI i’trtrty ‘roped’ Ases.siir arni Jeff White and Kevin

‘Vi, odard a In mi hr the W LI si El {.tiuxi t Properly Assessor’s OiTi cc.

/iU/iirv of Fact r.*,,tcj om*tciritu of/.ini

‘lIce subject pnhIlcrt c’,,’LN of a single ‘mi] rec’dcr,ce k,cited oil I 25{F

Central Pr Le. Lii vlt. Juliet Tennessee.

Mr. Moore presented a porliollo I’ nhiniiatic,n. I Included in the po’tlblio arc

scver:iP color copies rl LIce skitlect prlTfly and ctiiparal’le propel’. -!r. Iot,re ‘iatetl

that he purchased his mobile home in Pl 2 fur $25, 977.00; the land ‘p his property has

sink holes and lots of rocks. Mr. Iourc has also produced dccccjiiicir Es FnnlparLtti

1:Lrkcl Ailalisis [hut purport !n supper his et,ttleI[ti,cLi ‘‘F altic: Ihie docunreiri’ he

or bc rc-corj his is co I Itch ye exh b c t minI ,ei 2.
tc ‘t *:., i*i,,,I his lioIlIeiso-er IS sea r.:dhc al! cured i. s: ,,,co I,,. Eic-rit. a motile homeil

is- nohrI chuti ir.i,Ierhomes ialuei..d:. SI, i,isEcadnIcIit’’. Fle thi,t I ,-.er{L prioR ice ufl’ort



avenges to present the alua The presentation shows he spent a lot of time and effort

on the rcearch er I,is head

lIc’wecr the Fiasis ill vaItitti!Tii is: slated iii Icuri see Ui’de Annotatl ‘7-3-

lila provides in relevant pall that ‘‘[tj iie value of al! prorly shall he L’Ceflwrltd

from tIm cvi deuce of its sound, intrinsi and immediale value, Iir purposes ol sa’e

bclween a willing sdlcr nd a willing Fiuvci Jdniut corlsiderarLim tij ‘peculative

ValUes.!’

General appraisal princa1llc require that the market, cost and income approacl ics

value lie used tshenever lii,sililc3 llse’er. Len.Lin Ilipriaclies :&i alue Lila’ he molt

nieaningfijl than others with respeec to a specific ‘pc of pwpertv and such is noted in the

curTelation ott il in indicators a determine the final value esi iritale. The valuc indicators

rnut bcjudS ia three categorie: { I the tmlouc,l aid rcliahilit oftle ilal;i cullceled iii

each approach 4 the ilili crerit trenhs and ‘ve,d ne’ cs ii ccl I pproiieE i. nil the

relevance of each approach to the subject of thL appraisal. Id. at -iiU

The value to be IILtcrriLic]nI in the ptccnt c]’e is tiiarkcl ‘;duc. 7’ cnenLlv

icccl’ted deflc,ititrn ol iiiiirKet value for ad valoreni tax purposes is dial it ! the nios

probahie price expressed in tern’s ol money that a property wi:iuld brint if exposed for

aEe in the open marLec in an ann length tniri:iciiiri between a willing seller and a

‘vLlling buyer. xith ut whom arc kiliPteledgeLihEe concerning ill thu uses to winch ii is

adapted and for which it is capable othciicg usmE ht at 21-2:7.

The adrn ii strati’* c j id ge finds that the 1w’ paver .av e i-age ri; I es is

LrtIT,,ci,i iiuisi he Iciceheth Mr. luiire tailed to propcrl’ ;Ltlli]st Lii’s eoini,;,i Files ‘Nine lie

acceptable Appraisal snantlartis.4 The administrati’ c judge iI1t]s than the Apnl lii I

di S it in of I lie S tate I ard of Equal i_at, on in I in-,? Hills 4p ,rt/IrI a. ci. a!. Davidson

oiIn!v. lax Years l&l :iiul hcidtls that as a mailer of law pn,ptrty in Tcnneoee

is riuirS to be i1 tied and equalized according c the "Markel Val tie I lie&Ir -* /‘

stated hy [he Board, the Market al tie Theory requrcs that property "be appraised

3 Apniisal Tiisliititc. Urc 4; -aii u.1Rc. J:o!]re at 5ii and’c. I t1ihi ed. :0:!
4 [:tcu cci s of con pahson the eharac [or iMic, of properite ar i inia ci] ui tint e pl aft, hr Van,. net
prpc- jurd tiirrcal ]:,r;,ic fliere art ten i i h.HiccIomenc’sfip3risIn iha: li’’iij ciniilcTei In

,;il i:i] i]iari aIl;Li’L I? I Iiii.irifi4[i

Ii



atmually at full maricet value and xluaEzcd by application the appropriate appraisal

ratio in. :11 I.

he dniixiisiratise jLlJC flnds thai tic iiir m"ke[ value of 5uliiccl propcrt a-s if

ianuaiy I. 2005 coinsti utes the relevant i SSLJC. Atier having rei iew all the evidence in

tb’ c;ie; the atlminisftati ye judge finds that the taxpayer has not suxtained his burden and

that ihe sLnhpcct prop,ty should rcrti.lipl at the piesiuslv asessctl values.

While 4r Iiuire lists scvcral conipanjhle propci1ic he has tided to adjust Or

equalize these to the subject aeenrcl,no to the gencr.,lIv aeceptuE t:innIards of pracike OF

the ‘rxlinslty.5

Since the taxpuvur ns appJing from the letemlination ol t] te Wilson County

Board of Equalization, the burden of proof is oji lie taxpaven See Stoic Board ut

I.qLhLIIzulJtnJL Rate 0600-I-i It Ii and Big Fork ‘t:’x,’ .ii,,son

Quality Control Bü,d. fJO S. V.2] IS { lena. A pp I

Ilie laxpayer has not sustain his burdeir

Ii. A

It is, there!’re ORDERED that the tiillowing values remain tir tax yctr 2iF0:

Lund al tic - litiprovenient Value - Total V il tie - Acscssiiicui
53R000 ii,QQ

It is NI RIHER ORDERIID that any applicable hearing eush be &sssLd

putsuani hi Tenw ole Ann 67-5-I 501d and State Hoard ofEt1ualizalion Rule 9600-

--

Pursuant iii the I .nilbn,’ Adnii,ii,tratis-c Pn,codure Act lean. ole .-Iiii. 1-5-

IFI. US Term Code Atm 575* Stil and the Rulc of Conteste4 Case Procedure of

the Stmc Board of Equalization, the patties are al’ i ed of the following rerijenlies:

A parts may appeal this Ieei.iori and &irhcr Iii the :sscssrlletil .ppCLI

Conimi s,nm pursuant to lean ode Arm 67-S-I ci I and Rule 0000-I -.121 the

ContestS Case Procedures of the State Board of Equal zatii ui. TctlrnL.sscc Code

.EltlOtiitcd ,7-5-I.tilcl prilvitc that an ilppL;LI Thit_isi be filed within thirty 30 da.i

froni the date the initial decision is sent." Rule il_I -.12 of the &iit!estcd C;.st:

Thl . ip;. ra I I uf Rna Esieie. t 2 ci.-’ U pp 417-44W Gm pa ra U VC a Pa IF–. pa iee* by w jell
a .ilee uidnca,ion is deined in the say oi4n 15011 app,o,cii tfl;. Fnipaic onlilpa bIcaIeJlrnpeTil> will
he si[iect usinLu elcnienIsii iiipafl paid]jti’t Iliepri n:[.t .l5ILcoin1,4iFsrl, lie iIeci r]’oi’ 01

elinhinjic the s;ile procri

3



Procedures of the Staxe Board of EiuaJization provides hat the Jppca] be filed with he

F ccc oh ye S ecretar 1 rIle. S t,tic ft :ird and 1 lIlt appeaL "identify the allegedly

erroneous findings of fact and/or eonclusion’ of law In the hillS! order" c

2. A patlv may pet];ilrn for revonsideration of this decision and order

pursuant to Teon Code Ann. 4-S-SI? within fifteen IS dLV oldie entry ofthe euler.

The pelIt’IPII Ipc reciItIilcr;LrLiIri luilist 514utc he >pccLl]c gri’LJiikI upon ‘‘Joel’ relief ic

rajueslod. The fi!i’ig of a peti,’iti lhr reconsideration is jitil a prerequiite for seddng

adminislraiivc or udlciLl review ur

1. A ptuly urlay pelution t,r n stay O eJiceLLycrics’ t tlru ilccunii and order

pursuaflI to Icon. Code Ann. - 5- ‘16 vi nun seven 47 days of the entry of the order.

This order does lot becorire final until an official cerliliea!e is issued h the

Asscsriierit Ap0.il’ *ijujirkjri tfficjaI ccrtllicnes J1L ru>nnalI HSLiLd c’eritHive

175} days tiller the entry i!the initial dccjston and order tm, pony ho’ ;11’pc;ilc&E.

L>TERED this

____

din of March, 2006.

.NuEl ELLEN [[F
.AFM NISIRAr ‘hit DGE
TI: N NI SS I *. I *. I F:’ R NI F N* 1. OF SI Aft
ADMINISTRAl RI I’k F*:rI RE lKN

cc: Mr. Jumes II. l&iipit 1 :LII:lcr
Mr. i itlimy I Wi Lsen ,Luurrv Propoflv Ac’i Pr’ 001cc
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